%\ . Wormale

Laws are defined for the purposes of this section as written instrucgions
with ostensibly general spplication and obligatory force. Thus excluded
Qr. specific orders or judgements for particular cases, perso;xs or
communities (like guilds), and such prescriptive texts, however mandatory
ln"tone. as ELFRIC'S PASTORAL LETTERS or WULFSTAN'S BOMILIES or IKSTITUIES
OF POLITY (see AFRIC, WLFSTAN). But {t must be understood at the outset
that this subject Is much complicated by the existence of texts vhich are
couched as {f they were laws, but vhich may never have been officially
sanctioned by any authoritative body, end shich may therefore derive the
impression that they give of obligstory force not from formsl enactment but
simply from the strength of an individual's convictions., This is a
particular problem with the legal writings of WOLFSTAN., He did draft laws
that wera formally issued by king and council, but he also rewrote these
texts on his own lnluauu}: see Jost (1950, pp. 13-44) and Wormeld (1978,
pp. 51-60). Some codes apparently ccapiled on his own rather than any more
general suthority struck Liebermann as having a sufficiently legislative
tone to warrant inclusion ln his Qg:gm (vol.I, 380-5, 444~73, 477-3; see
Bethurum, 1950). Others had to await separate publication (see CANORS OF
EDGAR below). Others still, whila saying very much the same thing, remain
conf!ne& to the pages of Nepier's WW
€1883), because Eethurum did not think them literary enough to merit a
presence in her standard edition of the Homilfes (1957). In tha interests
of economy, this section {s restricted to thosa of Wulfstan’s writings that
do featurs in Gesetze, plus CANONS OF EDGAR (otherwisa perhaps at risk of

total exclusion from this volume): for further discussion of the whole
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issue, see the special section under ETHELRED ENHAM (I) below, and Wormald
('folfsta.n'. forthcoming). Similar problems arise with much other
ecclesiaatical legislaticon, English, 'insular’ and continental. Thus, the
' EXCERPTIONES ECGBERTI® were certainly treated as suthoritative by &FRIC,
WOLFSTAN and others; but in essence this is a canon law collection with no
sign of any ofﬁclal impetus behind 1t beyond what Wulfstan could lend In
hl:s own archiepiscopal capacity, In Irzland, there is some reeson to think
that the COLLECTIO CANONUM HIBERXESIS had of ficial status, but there seems
no way of knowing if thc ssne applies to the several texts labelled
‘CANONES HIBERNENSES'. - In Francia one need only contemplate the mighty
bulk of the ‘Forged Decretals’ to heave s sigh of relief at the consensus
that they remained unknown to the Anglo-Saxons (though see CAPITULA
ANGRILIWT belowd. Nonetheless, this section does seek to cover all legal
som'caa; whatever the nature or degree of authari{ty behind thm. c;tceptlng
oﬁly tbosa more appropriastely addressed by the sections on £LFRIC, LITURGY,

PENITEXTIALS, REGULARIS CORCORDIA and WLFSTAX.

The section comes in two parts: English and extraneous. English ts to
be taken to mean laws {ssued or compiled as a collection within the bounds
of Ang‘la-Saxo'tva England as conventionally understood. Extraneous denotes
all the rost..‘ There can be no formal distinction batween secular and
ecclesiastical laﬁ. It was a critical feature of Anglo-Saxon culture, as
of -{ts Carolingian and ultimately tsraellte rodels, that the laws ‘of God
and the world® (to use a favourite WULFSTAN phrase) imposed a unitary
perspective on soclety; see Wormald, Haking of English Law (forthcoming),
chapters §, 6, 8. All the same, an artifical clasasification along these

lines (s nade unavoidable by the simple fact that Liebermann collected one
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body of texts as (mostly secular) ‘Gesetze’, and left a whole serlés of
(very largely ecclesiastical) others in the relat{vely unedited and under-
researched state where quite a number have remained ever since. The first
sel, of English laws below, dowm to EPISCOPUS, 18 therefore that edited in
Gesetze, and is {mediately followed by a text that Liebermann would surely
have included had he known about it; they are alsc listed fn Liebermann's
orcfer. although many of his datings have been superseded (not least by the
discovery of Wulfstan's contribution). Next comes a roughly chronological
sequence of the Ecclesiastical Documents in Haddan and Stubbs (1871) il
¢io CHELSEA B16), and fn Whitelock, Brett and Brooke (1881) I (to BISHOP'S
SYHOD). Last of all are the texts stil] consigned to Thorpe (1840), whose
order {s again observed with the same proviso es for Gesetze. Extraneous
texts appear in the alphabetical order of their most feailiar designation.
It must be streased thai the study of both canon law and of the influence
of continental sources is still In (often ratarded) infancy. Proposals in
this erea ore fnevitably stbtchier then what con be offered for the texts

covered by Liebermenn.

As is immediately evident in what follows, meny Anglo-Saxon laws do not
survive in MSS from before 1100, and some ere preserved only by the early-
twelfth-century collecticn of legal texts in Latin translation known as
‘Quadripariitus’. Twelfth-century collectiocns are included smong ilsted
#55, becausa it goes without saying that even late MSS ere evidence that
laws were known before 1066; but for ‘Quadripartitus’ MSS, see Wormald
{1994). Quotations of one law by others are often accepted without further
comment from Liebermann’s marginal notes, Gesetze I, and comsentary,

Gesetze 111, but there sre also some (silent) corrections and deletions.
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Laws of £thelberht CLawdbt).

¥SS Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:1.
uﬂg_::_A:S_‘Lea none.
Quots/Cits LawGrid, (B14.51) section 7: LawAbt sections i, 4.
Refs 1. BEDA.Hist.eccl. 150.10-17.

2. LowAfEl (B14.4.3) sect!qx 49.9.

It 1s a significant comment on the sources for Angio-Saxon lew that Bede's
reference to fthelberht's éode constitutes the sole mention of an extant
law-code by a non-legal source in the entire Old English periocd (though see
EDGAR ANDOVER CODE, EDGAR *WINTBORDESSTAK CODE below). Alfred's
acknowledged debt to £thelberht's code is nowhere verbal. It seess that
bis Influence lay mainly in prompting Alfred’'s issue of decrees on
particular topics not covered by Ine: for exemple, his tariff of
compensations for injury, Lmu'(au.un sections 44 - 77, cf. LawAbt'
sections 33 - 72:1 (though cf. also LEX SALICA below); or his laws on the
king's borh/mund, lawAf 1 section 3, cf. LawAbl sectlon 8; and on offences
against women, Lawpf | sections 10 - 11:5, 18:1-3, 26 - 26:1, cf. LawAbt
sections 10 - 11, 14, 16, 31, 82, 85 etc. See further LAWS OF ALFRED AND

INE, CAPITULARY 786 below.
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Lavs of Hlothere and Esdric (Lawiil). the Lawine equivalent is incorporated amidst other pertinent material, the
s borgowing seens more likely to be from Ine to Wihtred than vice versa:
MSS Textus Roffensis: NRX 373:2. Gesetze II1, p. 30.

b .

kists — A-§ Vers none.
Lavs of Alfred ond Ine (LawAfRb, LowlnRb, LavwAfEL, LawAfl, Lewine); see

Quots/Cits none. also ALFRED.
Refs none. : ¥53 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 173: HG 52; NRK 39:2,

2. London, BL Cotton MS Otho B xi: HG 357; MNRK 180:6.
Laws of Wihtred (LawWiProl, LawdiD).
. 3. London, BL Cotton MS Nero A {: BG 340; NRX 163:4, 7.
K5 Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:3.

4. London, BL Burney M5 277: BG 307; NRK 136.
A8 N\

Lists — A-S Vers nome.
5. Cambridge, Corpus Christs College 383: BG 102; NRX 65:1.
Quots/Clts 1. LawCrid (B14.51), sectlons 6, 8: Lawii{ (B14.3.2), section 2.
6. Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:6.
2. Law]ICp, (B14.30.2), section 45:1: LawWi, section 11.
7. ‘Quadripertitus’.
3. LawliCn, section 55: LawWi, section 4.
Lists — A-S Vers none.
Refs none.
. Quots/Cits 1. LawllAs (B14.9), secticn 4: Lg_vm[_]_ (Bi4.4.4), section 4:2.
There {s an unquestionable connection between LawWi, section 27, and Lawlne

(B14.4.5), section 20; but since this ia the last {tem in LawWi, whereas 2. LawllEm (B14,14.2), section 6: Lavine (B14.4.5), section 6.
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3. ? LawlilEg (B14.17), section 4: LawAf 1, section 32,
4. WHom 13 (B2.3.1): 68-9: LawAf 1, sectfon 1.

@

5. LawyAtr (B14.23), section 22:2 = ANON.Law. VI.Atr., section 28 =
LawVIAtr (B14.24), section 28 = CNUT OXFORD CODE, section 18 = LawiCn
(B1%.30.1), section 19:1: LawAf 1, sectfon L.

6. Lawliorbleod (B14.47), sections 7 - 8: Lavlne, section 32.

7. Wiom 20.1-3 B2.4.2.A-C):125/172/196 = ¥pol 2.1.2 (813.2.1.2), sections

1 126 = Wol 2.1.1 (813.2.1.1), section 11 232: LawAf 1, section 1.
8. Homd 23 (B3.4.23) 120:13-14: lLawine, section 2.

9. LawGris (B14.51), sectiohs 9 -10: Lawlne, sections 6 - 6:1.

10. LawGrid, section 11: LavAf 1, section 3.

11. lawGrid, section 12: LawAf 1, section 15.

12. LawWllIAtr (B14.26), section $1:1: Law]pe, section 4.

13. Lavll Cn (814.30.2), section 47: LawAf L sections 5:5, 40:1.

14. Lawl]l Cn, sections 58 - 58:2, LawAf 1, section 3.
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15. LawliCn, section §9: LawAf I, section 7; Lawine, section 6.

16. LowllCn, sections 76 - 76:1a: Lawlne, section 57.

.

Refs 1. LawlEw (B14.7.1), section Prol.

z.;g_gngg B14.7.2), section §: LawAl 1, section 1.

3. Law[lEw, section 5:2: ng]_ng, (or LawineRd (B14.4.2)), secflcn 30.
4. Low 1] As, section 5: LawAf L, section 6.

5. LawlIEg (B14.16), section 3: Lawine, section 4.

6. ngﬂﬁ;, section 5: Lawlne, section 3.

AN
Though not slweys fully preserved, the law-book of Mf'red tock consistently
the same form in all vernsculsr versions: combined rubrics of Ail‘red's and ‘
Ine's laws, Alfred's Mosaic preface, Alfred’'s own laws, Ine's laws; only
in one versfon of ‘Quadripartitus’ sre the rubric-11st and Mosaic preface
dropped, and Ine's code placed first. Ine's lous therefore have no known
transmission independently of Alfred’s, and the Alfred-Ine conbination
should be (and here {s) regerded as a single ‘source’. A related point is
that Ine's laws were among the maln Inspiration of Alfred's (as he says),
and 1t has seemed superfluous to highlight the many detailed 1inkages. One
useful 1ilustration of the probiem s that Llebermann took Refs no. 3 above

as a reference to Lawlne, hence as a sfgn that the two codes were already
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conjoined, but LawAf 1, section 4, could well be what Edward had in nind,
In general, 1t should be noted that, though the extent of 1ts manuscript
distribution shows that Alfred’s 'domboc’ (as ft 1s regularly called)
remained the fundamental written law of the early English kingdom,
quotations and references are relatively scarce: a possible r:eﬂecum of
the fact that Alfred ushered in a period of rapid legal change with a self-
con:sclonsly traditional legislative statement. But this pattern changes
vith the legal writings of WLFSTAN, uho rightly detected and repeatedly
stressed the seminal importance of LawAf 1, section on ‘sd 7 wed’. For
the provisfonal order in shich works of Wulfstan are cited bere and below,
see ETRELRED ENHAN CODE (I).)

Trenty of Alfced sod Guthren QoutG.
S 1. Cambridge, Corpus hristt College 383: HG 102; WRK 65:8, 17.
2. ‘Quadripartituy’.
~ A8V none.
Quots/Cits ? LawlEw (B14.7.1), section 1: LawAGy (B14.5), section 1.
Refs ? Law[IEy (8‘14.7.2),, section 5:2.

The twe versions of this text {n MS { have significant differences, the

second of which is the one more ciasely corresponding to ‘Quad tus’.
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Peace of Edward and Guthrim (LowEGuProl, LawEGu): see also WOLFSTAN.

IS5 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christg College 383: HG 102; NRK 65:7.

.

2. Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:13,
3. ‘Quadriportitus’.
Lists — &5 Vers none.

Quots/Cits 1. Lin¥Atr (B14.23), section Prol. = Law¥IAtr (B14.24), section
Prol.: LawEGuProl (B14.6.1), section Prol.

2. LawVAtr, s.acucns 1, 34 = LauXAtr (B14.28.2), section 1 = LawiXAtr

(814.;‘!7), section Expl. = WPa} 2.1.2 B13.2.1.2), section I 116 = Wol
\

2.1.1, (B13.2.1.1), section IT 235: LawEGyProl, section 1.

3. LawVALr, section 12:2 = Law¥IAtr, section 21:1 = CWUT OXFORD CODE,
section 14 = LawiCn B14.30.1), section 14: LawEGy (B14.6.2), sectionm 5:1.
4. LawVAtlr, section 18 = ARON.Law.V1.Atr., section 25 = LawWlAtr, section
25 = HomU 22 (B3.4.22) 117:14-15 = CNUT OXFORD CODE, section 15 = LawiCn,

section 17: LawEGu, section 9.

5. LawVAtr, section 31:1 = ANON.Law, V1. Atr., section 38 = LawVIAtr, section

38 = LawliCn (B14.30.2), section 48:3: LavEGy, section 6:7.
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6. ANON.Law.VI.Atr., section 7 = LawVIAtr, section 7 = Homll 43 (B3.4.49) °
309:21~6 = CNUT OXFORD CODE, section 7 = Law[ICn, section 4a: LawEGy,
section i1,

.

. ANON.Law.V1.Atr., section 14 = LawW]Atr, section 14 = ¥Pol'2.1.2.,
section 1 100 = LawGrid (B14.51), section 2 = HomQ 40 (B3.4.40) 266:11-12
= CIBTOXFORD CODE, section 2:2 = LawiCn, section 2:2 = WPol 2.1:.1.,

section I1 205: LawEGy (B14.6.2), section 1.

8. ANON.Law.V1I.Atr., sectlon 2:4 = LawlloAtr (B14.25), section 3:

LawEGy, section 8.

9. LawBad (B14.50), section 11 = LawGrid, section 24 = LawV11IAtr (B14.26),

- sections 15, 36: mﬂm}, section 2.

10. LawWlliAtr, sections 33\‘-35 = LawliCn, sections 40 ~ 40:2: LavEGw,

section 12.

11. LawliCn, sectfons 43 - 44: LawEGu, sections 42 - 5.
12. LawlICn, section 45: LawEGy, wection 9:1.

13. LawliCn, sections 45:1 - 46:. LawEGy, sections 7:1 - 8.

14, LawliCn, sections 48 - 48:3: LawEGy, sectlons 6:4-7.
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15. Lawforthy (B14.32) sectfon 8: LawtGu, section 3:2 (see also CANORS oF
EDGAR) .

16. Lawilorthy section 11: LavEGu section 3:1.

Refs none.

As Whitelock showed (1941), this text is in fact one of tha ‘unoff icial’
codes of WELFSTAR. For tbe problems that therefore erise In determining
the respects in which it may be regerded as a source of other texts, and

for a putative order for relevant Wulfstsn witings, see ETHELRED ENHAM

CODE (I) below.

Lavs of Edverd (awlEw, LawliEw).
.\
JSS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 383: BG 102; WRK 65:11-12.
2. Textys Roffensis: NRK 373:15.
3. 'Quadripartitys’.

Lists — A-G Vers none.

Quots/Cits 1. lawlliAs (814.9), sections 13:1, 12: LawiEw (B14.7.1),

section 1.
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2. LawllAs, section 20:5: Lawl]Ew (B14.7.2), secticns 3:1-2.
3. LawllAs, sections 22 - 22:1: Lawl]Ew, section 7.

4. 7 AKON.Law.11[.Em., section 1: Law][Ew 1:1

5.;? ANON.Law. I11.Ea., section 3: Law[lEw, section 7.

6. ? ANON.Law. [I1.Em., section 6: {aw[IEw, section %.

7. lavfly (B14.15), sections 1, 7: faw[[Ew, section 8.

8. LawlliEg B14.17), section 1:1 = ANON.Law.¥I.Atr., sectfon 8:1 =
LowVistr (B14.24), sectiom 8:1 = LawlICn (B14.30.2), sectiom 1:1: LavllEw,
section 8.

\
xg{;l; ? LowliCn, section 15& OS5 G): LawliEw 5:2 (see also LAWS OF

ALFRED AND IKE Refs. no. 3).

The two codes of Edwerd the Elder, though not apperently a deliberate
conjunction ke EDGAR AMDOVER or LAWS OF CNUT, are preserved as a pair in
alll surviving MSS (including *Quadripartitus’). With reference to
Quotg/Cits 1. above, {t should be noted that sections 13-18 of LowliAs seen
to constitute o ‘code within a code’, and one probably to be dated earlfer

than the main body of the Grately decrees.
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£thelstan, Tithe ordinence (Law]As).

MSS 1. London, BL Cotton MS Nero A i: HG 341; NRK 164:4,

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 65; NRK 49:2'6.
Lists — A-S Vers none.
Quots/Cits 1. Lowlifg (B14.16) sections 2:2-3: LawiAs (B14.8) section 4.
2. LavwllEg (B14.16) section 5:2: [avlAs (B814.8) section 4.

Refs ANON.Law.IIl.As., section 1.

\
The profuse legislation of £thelstan constitutes an interlocking series of
repeated or revised decrees uhere 1t is of ten difficult (and unnecessary)
to establish precise relationships; thus, only e sample of citations end
references from cone £thelstan ‘code’ to others are given bere and below.
These apart, there may be a reference to the provisions of LawlAs, section
4 in Ch 509 Birch 816) (B15.8.192), a Glastonbury cherter of Edmund 1
(946), where a third dental of *munus ecclesfasticum et opus ecclesiasticum
et munus rogificum’ is to result in forfeiture of the granted property.

With reference to Quotg/Cits 1-2 above, see EDGAR ANDOVER CODE below.
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£thelstan, Cherity ordinance [ANON.Law.As.Alm.].

¥SS *Quadripartitys’ only.
Lists -~ A-S Vers none.
Quots/Cits none.

Refs none.

. This text is one of those that survives only in the ‘Quadripertitus’
translation, though leaving 1{ttle doubt that it wes originally issved in
the vernacular (see also below, ETHELSTAN XEXTISH SHIRE-COURT LETTER,
ETRELSTAN THUNDERSFIELD CODE, ENMEWD COLYTON CODE, °AETNELRED FOURTH CODE').
As with £TNELSTAN TITHS ORDIRANCE (perbaps more probably), there mey be aa
echo of ARON.Law.As.Aln. In Ch. 418 GBirch 692) (815.8.120) and Ch 379
CBirch 635) (B15.8.129) -— both in foct charters of £tbelstan — where
royal grants are mede condltionsl on charitable acts such as those the text

prescribed; see Keynes (Atlas, forthcoming), table XXVII.

£thelstan, Grately code (Low[lAw).
MSS 1. London, BL Cotton MS Otho B xi: HG 357; HRK 180:4.

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christl College 383: HG 102; NRK 65:8.
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3. Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:9.
4' .Qéﬁd[lnﬁl'!‘nls.-

5. Lost MS transcribed by Laurence Rowell: see Torkar (1981), pp. 84-

100).

Lists — A-S Vers none.

Refs 1. LawVAsProl (814.10.1), section Prol.

2. M.L‘w.lll.As.. section 2.

3. ANON.Low. IV.Atr., sectio}x 2: LawllAs, section 24:1,
4. LawW]As (B14.12), section Prol.

5. LawViAs, section 1:4: LawllAs, section 1:2.

6. LawV]As, section 10: Law[IAs, sections 12, 24:1.

7. LawViAs, section 12:1: Lawlips, section 1:3.

Torkar has shown (as above) that Nowell corrected and expanded his

transcript of this text, London, BL Add. MS 43703, with reference to a M5
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which also contained ETHELSTAN EXETER and 1UDEX, and which has disappeared
‘since the sixteenth century.
On repented echoes of this code, the most substantial and significant of

the £thelstan series, see ETHELSTAK TITHE ORDINANCE above.

fthelston, Exeter code (LawVAsProl, LawVAs).
MSS 1. Textus Roffensfs: NRK 373:10.
2. ‘Quadripertitus’.

3. Lost M5 trunscribed by Lsurence Nowell: see Torkar (1981), pp. 84-

1002,

fefs 1. ANOM.Law, 1V.As., section 1.
2. LawW]As (B14.12), section Prol.
3. LawViAs, section 1:4: [awVAsPro] (Bi4.10.1), secticn 3.

4. LawVlAs, section 10,

Lavsources -18- SALL

t

As sgainst Ker, Torker shows (see ETHELSTAN GRATELY) that this code was not
in !.ondon. BL Cotton MS Otho B xi, but was copled by Nowell into London, BL
Add. MS 43703 from a now-lost MS.

As.uith ETHELSTAK CHARITY ORDIKANCE, there may be echoes of LawVAs, section
3, in Ch 419 Birch 691) (B15.8.129), ¢h 422-3 (irch, 695-6) (B15.8.130-

1), which make the king's grant conditional on the singing of psalss for

his soul; see Keynes (Atias, forthcoming), table XXVII.

£thelatan, Kentish Shire-court Jetter (ANOU.Law.1Il.As.].
M5 ‘Quadripartitus’ only.

Lists — A-S Vgn' ' none.

Quots/Cits

Refs 1. ANON.Law. IV.Atr., section 1.

2. LawVlAs (B14.12), section 10.
|

£thelstan, Thundersfield code (LawiVAs); [ANON.Lew.IV.As.].
MSS 1. Textus Roffensfs: RRK 373:10.

2. 'Quadripartitus’.
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Lists — A-S Vers none.

Quots/Cits

Qg;x, 1. Law¥lAs (B14.12), section Prol.

2. :ngﬂg, section 1:4: LawlVAs, sections 3, 6.

3. iawVIAs, section 10.

This text exists in two distinct versions.

A none.

Edmund, London synod (LawlEm.

SALC

Lavsources

¥SS 1. London, BL Cotton MS Nero A i: HG 341; KRK 164:5.

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 65; NRK 49:44.

"

3. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 383: HG 102; NRK €5:14.

4. Textus Roffenslg: MNRK 373:17.

5. ‘Quadripertftes’.

Edmomd, code on bloodfend (av[lEsProl, Lav]lEm.

¥S5 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 383: G 102;

2. Textus Roffensts: WRK 373:18.

3. *Quadripartitus’.

lists — A-S Vers none.

NRX 65:15.

SAC
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Edmond, Colyton code (ANON.Law. IIIEm.].
K55 *Quodripertitus’ only.
Lists — A-G ¥ers none.

Quots/Cits

Refs

Bundred ordinance Qaviy).

MGS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christt College 383: HG 102; NRX 65:4.

2. ‘Guadripartitus’.
b : Yot none.
Quots/Cits

Refs

SALC
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Though originally printed by Liebermann and his predecessors) as a law of
Edga’r. this text could just as well be a decree of Eadwig, his brother,
Eadred, his uncle, or even (though citing him by neme) his father, Edwund |
(see Whitelock (1979), p. 429), so ought to be given the above ‘anonymous’

title, for all that it has all the morks of offictal legislat{on.

Edgar, Andover code (LowlIEg, LawlIlEg).

M5 1. Loodon, BL ngley M5 55: BG 412; NRK 225:2.

2. London, BL Cotton MS Nero A 1: BG 341; KRK 164:6.

3. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 65; NRK 49:22-3,

4. London, BL Cottom B}ernl 1: MG 340; MRK 163:3.

5. *Qudripartitus’.
Lists — A-S Vers hone.
Quots/Cits 1. Wean §.1.1-2 <B13.1.1.1~2) section 54 = LawVAtr (B14.23),
section 11:1 = ANON.Law.VI.Atr., sections 16 - 18 = LawW[Atr (B14.24),
sections 16 ~ 18 = fomy 50 (B3.4.50) 310:27 ~ 311:2 = LawVIi]Atr (B14.26),

sections 9 ~ 10 = Hom§ 22 (B3.4.22) {16:1~4 = CNUT OXFORD CODE, sections

13:1-4 = LawiCn (£14.30.1), sections 8:1, 9: Lawi{Eg (B14.16) section 2:3.
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2. LawVAtr, section 12 -~ f2: b = mo«.m.vr.nr.. section 20 = LawVIAtr,
sections 20-1 = Homt 50 311:11-12 = LawN1]IAtr, sectlon 13 = CAUT OXFORD
CODE, sectlons 13:6-7 = LawiCn, sections 13 - 13:1: LawllEg, section 5:2.
3. LawAtr, section 17 = ANON.Law. VL. Atr., section 24 = LawV]Atr, section
24 = Bosll 22 117:13-14 = CXUT OXFORD CODE, section 14:7 = LawiCn, secticn

16a: LowllEg (B14.16) section 5:1.
4. LawV1IIAtr, secticns 7-8: LawlEg, sectiom 3:1.

Refs LawVILIALY. (B14.26} sections 7-8.

Edgar®s Andaver legislation 1s @ code in tuo ecclesiastical and secalsr
halves, 1ike that of Canut, for wbich it ves indeed the model. it is
possible that Edger was ce;scimly following the Carolingien example of
capitularies divided Into ecclesiastical end seculer portions, reflected os
§¢ was In the srrangesent of ARSEGISES CAPITELARY COLLECTION. Of all
iaglo-Saxvn legislation, 1I-I1I Edger is the most frequently quoted 1o the
taws of later kings, becsuse of its importance to Archbishop WOLFSTAR.
Edgar's lavs were aming Walfstan's seainal inspirations, and were quoted by
him repeatedly in texts of all types. But, with reference to Quots/Cits a.
- ¢. sbove, it should be barne in =ind that the relevant Edgat laws occur
only in MSS to shich Wulfstan had sccess. They may therefore be
interpolations, reflecting convictions that were first voiced by Wulfstan
in (e.g.) Won. 1.1 1 rather than sources of sny other text; see ETHELRED

ENHAM, CANONS OF EDGAR.

Lawsources -

Edgor, ‘Wihtbordessten' code (LawiVEg).

.

PSS 1. London, BL Cotton MS Nero £ 1: HG 345; FRK 166.

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 265 (x 2): HG73;

Lists — A-S Vers none.

£theired, Woodstock code (LawiAtr).

NRK 53:b.

A
¥SS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Chiristi College 383: MG 102; KRK 65:3.

2. Textes Roffensis: WRK 373:19.

3. *Quadripartitus’.

Lists — A5 Vers none.

SALC
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MMMLMM Qauliate).

xS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 383: HG 102;

-

2. ‘Quadripartitys’. /

Laworthu 814, 32) section 67:1: Lawlll Atr B14.22) section 3.

Refs

NRK 65:22,

SKC

Lawsources 2%

lfthelred, fourth code’ (ARON.Law. IVAtr.].
¥SS 'Quadripartitos’ only.
Lists = A-S Vers none.

Quots/Cits

£tdelred, Enbem cods (1) QasVALr); see aloo ENNAN
WILFSTAX. ‘

\ .
@l.l.oodm,&,cmttmﬁlerﬂli x 2): BG 341;
2. Casbridge, Corpus Christf College 201: G 65;

= A-S Vi none.

Quots/Cits

LawNorthu (B14.32) sections 47, 67: LawWAtr Bl4

Refs

an, «1n, dawn,

NRX 164:7, 22,

MRX 49:24.

.23) section 34.




This is the earllest dated law-code of whose authorship by WULFSTAK we can
be confident. Wulfsten was a potorious re-user of his own works, end this
{s es true of his laws as of everything else he wrote. This is therefore
the right place for a genersl statement about which of the archbishop’s
prescriptive witings should be regarded as sources for shich others, and
why: In other words, for & pfovislooal combined chronology of his
for:mlly legal and quasi-legal or exhortatory sritings. The first thing
that needs to be said Is that this 1s extremely difficult to establish.
Hulfstan wes given to obsessive recapitulation of the same themes in much
the same tressured words, lesving 1ittle to indicate the priority of any
one formulatfon. The piecemesl revision revesled by his oun hondwr it ing
in ‘Walfstan MSS® (Ker, 1971; Loyn, 1971, pp- 31-2) mesns that different
ports of the same work may sctoally have different dates. We camnot even
besureof the dates attached to royal lews: the text of Law¥Atr (B14.23)
#s 1t pow stands could very well in ports post-date the generally later
LawVIAtr (B14.24), and ae;‘wug_ (B14.26); see VWormld (1978). pp-
53-5. Above all, the very close simtlarity in style and content of
Walfstan's homiletic and legislative sodes 1s one of the most important
things sbout him. But thelr chronological relationship can be obscured by
the fact that ‘covering all the angles’ matiered sore in what costensibly
required formal obedience than in vhet wes nimed at general encoursgesent;
whereas rhetorical elaboration might seem better suited to the latter thaon
the former. Nonetheless, in working out the rough chronological fremework
underlying the ‘sourcing’ proposed throughout the rest of this section,
the chief consideration has been that Wulfstan, 1ike most preachers,

greatly preferred expanding his saterial to abridging it; and it seens
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particularly uvnlfkely that texts prescribing a wider range of duties or

penalties predate those of narrower scope.

.The issue of *God's dues’ (i.e. the Church's taxe.;.) recurs in enough of
Vulfstan's codes, hasilies and semi-homiletic tracts to meke it a good
pointer not merely (o the place of the Enham decrees in the succession of
Ms: output, but also towerds the overall sequence of his expositions. His
least substantial proncuncements on this theme are in his ‘Pastorsl
Letter® (WHow 13, B2.3.1, 70-6), in tbe first version of the CANONS OF
EDGAR (WCan 1.1.1, B13.1.1.1, section 54), and in the ‘PEACE OF EDMARD ARD
GUTHRD® (LawBly, B14.6.2, sectioms 5:1 ~ 6:4). Each includes tithes,
plough-alms and ‘Rome money’, but not ‘soul-scot’, while *light-scot’ is
missing from CANONS OF EDGAR (though present fn {ts revised text), end
*church-scot’ from ‘EDWARD AWD m‘mir. The Enham decrees, however, give
a complete set of dves, except that church-scot {s not in EMNAN (D).
Church-scot had been ubllg:ta'y since D6 Qowipe, BI4.4.5, section 4,
and the archbishop may have been taking (1 for gronted; but 1ight-scot
and soul-scot are snother matter (though see EDGAR ANDOVER CODE above).
Their *staged® emergence lmplies that CANONS OF EDGAR pre-dates the rest,
and that all ave earlier than Enham; Bethurun's srgusent 1957, p. 4D
that *it is far more credible that the coreful statement of ecclesiastical
dues was made first by the Witen [l.e. at Enhsm] then that Wulfsten issued
{his Pastoral Letter] first’ fnvolves the improbability that he omitted
from his letter the soul-scot made compulsory by his own draf tsmanship.
ENHAN cannot, then, be seen as source of any of these texts; simflarities
of wording allow that CANOKS OF EDGAR and *EDWARD AND GUTHRUM', but not

WHom 13, mey be sources of ENHAM. ANON.Law.VIL.Atr., section 4, & Latin
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version of the Old English ATHELRED BATH CODE apparently issued in 1009,
goes no further than CANORS OF EDGAR, and the Old English text {tself
lacks any such provision. ATBELRED CODE OF 1014 (Law¥IIIAtr, B14.26),
sections 6 ~ 12:1, however, represents significant new departures: tithe
is allocated to three distinct sets of beneficiaries, in accordance with
one set of continental norms (see CAPITULARY *AD SALZ' under ’Extranecus
souces’ below); and the penalties laid down by Edgar for non-payment of
each church due are also specified, above all as regards tithe ttself, in
an otheruise extremely rare Instance of explicit citation of another code
complete with appropriate reference (see EDGAR ARDOVER CODE above). Since
these elements seem very much more Iikely to have been added by Wulfstan
than omitted by him once introduced, £THELRED CODE OF 1014 can indeed
safely be seen as marking a later stage than any surviving version of the
m&uees. CNYT OXFORD CODE (probebly of 1018, see below) is musual
as regerds church dves in reflecting the pesition registered in ENNAN (I)
rather then that of ENNAM (I1D, as its normsl tendency (see below). But
LANS OF CMIT (LawiCn, B14.30.1), sections 8-14, clearly represents the
culmination of the whole tradition: in effect, the prescriptions of EMHAN
(I11} are combined with thase of ETEELRED CODE OF 1014, with incluston of
further messures of Edgsr's on the churches properly entitled to tithe—
payments (see EDGAR ARDOVER CODE), and with such extra refinements as
fines paid to the local bishop for defsult in ‘Rome-money’. Again, it
seems inconceivable that the pattern laid out in LAMS OF CNUT could
precede what is found In the other texts. Turning back to Wulfstan texts
that cen be considered merely ‘pseudo-legislative’, there {3 nothing
pertinent to this issue (n any recension of INSTITUTES OF POLITY, and the

relevant 'homilies’ are those restricted to Napler's Sammlung rather then
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Bethurua's ed{tion (1957): HowU22 (B3.4.22)>, HomU40 (B3.4.40) and Homti50
(B3.4.50). On church-taxation evidenca (f not necessarily other, see
below), BomU40 272:6~12 1s the earliest In this sequence, omitting light-
scot or soul-scot as in probably pre-Enham texts, but explicitly citing
Edgar*s penalties, as in ATBELRED CODE OF 1014. HomUSQ 310:21 - 311:12 tg
very close to ATHELRED 1014, and might indeed to be considered based upon
it, except thal it contains Edgar's provision that Rome-money defasulters
should take 1t to Rome in person (see EDGAR ANDOVER CODE above), then
amended in what 1s Wulfstan's own hand Xeynes (1986), pP- 94-5), to
anticipate the nilder *sille’ of ETHELIED 1014, section 10:1; the
‘Homily’ 1s more explicitly optimistic than ETRELEED 1014, section 12:1 on
the three occasions in the year for payment of light-scot, and closest to
LAWS OF CMIT, sectiom 12, which, on the 1ine of argument usually deployed
here, would suggest that the homiletic text post-dates, and could be
derived from, the legal -~ except that ATHELRED 1014 is in fact
bomdlessly optimistic (‘do oftor se 3e wille'), hence vaguer then HowlS0
but not necessarily less demanding: as legislator in 1014, the archbishop
could have settled far open-ended commitment as the most realistic policy,
before moving on to his more confidently strident demands under Caut.
HomU22 116:1 - 117:3 would look even eerlier than JonU40 in omitting any
reference to penaltfes, except that its stipulations on thrice-yearly

light-scot are effectively those of Caut and the revised Uunins M5)

. CANONS (F EDGAR. In this instance, as in the others, there i3 no reason

to suppose that law was ‘source’ of homi ly rather than vice versa. See
below on the LAWS OF CNUT themselves for further reasons why these should
very probably be seen as the conclusfon of Wulfstan's geyyre. (But {t

ought to be added that {f the revised (Junfus) INSTITUTES OF POLITY (WPol

v
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2,01 B13.2.1.1) + ¥WPol 2.2.1 (B13.2.2.1) etc.) were not assembled until
after the archbishop's death, they could well contain iteas uritten after

the Cout code as well as others from earlier stages of his career.

Proscription of heathen oMmcu was of course another abiding
Wulfstanic concern. The position with legislation on heathen cult proper
needs to be distinguished from the archbishop's ‘sinners’ 1ists’ wuhere
pagen practices are only one ingredient. So far as concerns actusl pagan
belief and practice, CANONS OF EDGAR, section 16, .reflects the content of
the PENTTENTIALS OF PSEUDO-ECGBERT snd PSEVDO-THEODORE, while LAWS OF CNUT
(LawliCn, B14.30.2), section 5:1, drews oo Wiom 12 (B2.2.10) 16-24, hence
£lom 22 (B1.4.22) (or possibly their ultimate source in Mertin of Bragas);
ithere 1s no reason to suppose that CANORS OF EDGAR was really the source
tin this or any other respect, pece Jost, 1532, pp. 303-4) of WHom 8¢
82.2.5): 165-8, let alone that LANS OF CHUT preceded Wiom 12. On the
other hand, it 1s almost fq:mlbie to work out a chronology for
Wulfstan's habitsal lists of notoricus sinpers/criminals, which, as
hitelock says (1963, p. 647, be probably re—wrote from memory, and there
is therefore little point in pr;spositions about mutuval *sourcing’. But in
50 far ss the lists in Wiom 20:3 (B2.4.2.C) 161-5 (etc.), Howll 40 266:25-
9, snd Homl 49 (B83.4.49) 309:28 - 310:6 are surely la;u' then those of
ADSO and WHom 10s (82.2.7) 11-14, ¥WHom 7 (82.2.2) 128-32, WHom 8¢ 160-4
and Wiom 13 93-5 (see Bethurum (1957, pp. 309-10), the earlier g'oup
(especially WHom 1)) may be associated with *EDWARD AND GUTHRUNW LavEGy),
section 11, CANORS OF EDGAR (Wiap 1.1.D). section 16, or ENHAX (IID)
(LawVIAtr), section 7, and the later with CNUT OXFORD CODE, sections 7-19,

ARD LAWS OF CNUT (Law!Cn, sectfons 4a, 4:2, 6 - 7; while CKUT 1020
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LETTER PROCLAMATION (LawCn 1020), section 15, Is, as whitelock says (1881,

p. 440, n. 1), probably iinked with the great 1014 *Sermo fupl' ttself.
None of these cases offers any real reason to suppose that the relevant
law was ‘source’ of the related homily; but to the extent that * EDVARD
ARD GUTHROW and ENHAM (III) certalnly pre—date the elsborated lists of
the later homilies, they might be théught to be In some sense thelr

‘source’, as they obviously sre of the laler ‘codes’ as such.

A third Wulfstanic obsession, the privilege and protection the clergy,
may throw light on some other texts. The position in ENHAK (D) - (1D is
more or less as in *EDWARD AND GUTHRUW , section 1 Cand also in HomU 41
(B3.4.41) 275:10-11, an ‘address to the Witan’ possibly connected with one
of Ethelred's *lost® codes: Jost (1950), pp. 104-9). Howl 40 266:10-12
also represents a relatively undeveloped position. ETEELRED CODE OF 1014
once again mrts.slgnlflcant developments: sections 1 - 5:1 set out a
tariff of penslties for infringements of sanctuvary vacying with the states
of the church, and these are followed (sectfons 18 - 32) by legtsiatim
for the protection of the clergy, which ws only In part affected by shat
had been decreed at ERHAN, CIWUT OXFORD C(DE, sections 2 ~ 2:2, go Do
further than Enhem, but LawiCp, sections 2 -~ 7:3 once sore combine the
contents of ENHAN and 1014 to produce a comsprehensive overall statement.
¥Pol 2.1.1-2 (B13.2.1-2), sections 1 100-2, I1 205-6, seem to reflect the
transitional position of CNUT OXFORD CODE; the main LAWS OF CWUT in fact
sppesr to combine the texts of POLITY and LauGrid (B14.51), sections 1-2,
31:1. LawGrid, section 24, in turn seems to post-date Lawflad (B14.50),
section 11 (another Wulfstan text: Bethurum (1950)), while presumably

preceding LawViIlAtr, 1n thet sectlon 1:1 of the latter {s described by
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LawGri3, section 13, as ‘North English law’ rather than anything more
official. At the same tine, LAWS OF CXUT, sections 26 - 26:4, combines
texts from LawGrid, sections 19:1 - 20 (also In Wiom 17 B2.3.5) 36-41, a
homily perhaps datable to elther 1014 or 1020) with ¥Hom 16b 82.3.4) 27~
36. The hplication of all this would be that LANS OF CNUT once more
conclude a sequence of texts databla between late In #£thelred's relgn and

near the end of Wulfstan's own life.

A conclusion of some overall importance {s that, while one would
certainly have expected law to have inspired homiletic expostnlatlon.
though there i3 no reason in principle to deny that in some cases 1t did,
this 1s usaally 1n fact quite difficult to demonstrate; and there fs, by
contrast, often some ressom to think that a bomiletic or guast-legal
passage preceded its enscted equivient. This needs to be borne in nind
shen consulting the derivations from legal texts proposed for Wulfstanic
(and *pseudo-Wulfstanic’) homilies (and the 1ike) by Jost (e.g. 1950, pp.
249-61) or Betturum (e.g. 1957, pp. 36-9).

S0 far as the verious recensions of the legislation apparently issoed
at King's Enbam in 1008 are concerned, the problem is smong the most oft-
debated {n Anglo-Saxen studies; for bibliographical guidance, and
qualification of the othervise widely accepted solution of Sisam (1953,
Pp. 278-87), see Wormald (1978, pp. 49-58. It may be in general be taken
that (11> and N1D) represen.t further stages than (I) - they do, for
instance, contrive to ln‘clude church-scot, even if they eysterfously omit
the feast of the king’'s martyred brother, Edward, made obligatory by .

LawVAtr, section 1. ENBAX (I1D) follows tha order of ENHANM (11D, itself
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fuller than ENHAM (1) as regards the range of toplcs covered and the
verblage devoted to covering them, and with an overall tendency to stand
closer to the unquestionably Iater and elaborated statements of Wulfstan's
position in CNUT OXFORD CODE and LAWS (F CEUT. Liebermann's
characterization of (1) as source of (II) and (IID) s thus substantlally
valid, and may be accepted, without further identification of specific

links, for present purposes. But see also below, ENHAN an, din, awm.
£thelred, Enhoy code (1) LANON. Law. VIAtr.}; see also ENEAN (D, aIn,
Iv), WLFSTAN.

¥SS London, BL Cotton ¥S Clandivs A 11f: B 314; mRx 141: 5.

Lists none.

AS VYery see ENHAN (IID).

The Latin code designated by Liebermann VI Atr L) or ‘Latein paraphrase’
is conventionally seen as an elaboration of EXHAM (I) QawVAtr, B14.23),
as discussed above, and as In turn the source of ENHAM (I1D) QawViAtr,
Bl4.24). This 1s surely correct In principle, and 1t would be superf luous

to 1ist the debts of ENHAM (1) to ENHAM (I) {n detail, However, while
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the order of materfal 1s much the same in ENAAM (1) as {n ENHAM C(IID),
Its length corresponds more closely to ENHAM (I), and meny ftens found in
ERBAM (111} are omftted. Two Important further points are that ENHAM (1)
often seens to be making direct use of the Latln sources behind ENHAN (D:
Jost (1950), pp. 21-8; end that there is some evidence in the manuscript
tbai the text of ENHAM (III) was written a vhile after that of ENHAM (ID):
Vormald, Making of English Law (forthcoming), chapter 4. It may therefore
be best to see ANON.Law.V1.Atr. as having the same sort of relation to
uy_vm as the Latln “homiiies’ printed by Bethurum (1957) in connection
with their Old English equivalents, texts that were certainly re-worked
and re-used by Wulfstan more than once. ENHAN (1I), sections Prol. - I,
40:2, contain the fullest account of the King's Enham proceedings, and
seem to describe how they vere insugurated by an archiepiscopel sermon -
perhaps v;ry Iike Homl 22 (83.4.23), Honl 40-41 (B3.4.40-1), or w
(83.4.59-61): cf. Jost (1950}, pp. 104-9. This homiletic address could
then bave been reformulated as part of the process that eventually gave

.rise to EAX (III): see Lawson (1992a).

Ethelred, Enhom code (111} LawVIAtr); see also ENEAR (D), (1), AW,

WILFSTAN.

¥SS Lendon, BL Cotton MS Claudius A 111: BG 314; NRK 141:h.

Lists — A-S Vers none.
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Quots/Cits 1.. LawMorthu (B14.32) section 20-2: LawVIAtr (B14.24)
sections 15-15:1.

2. LawMorthu 46, 66: LawVIAtr section 50.

3. Laworthu 61:1: LawViAtr section 12.

Refs

For the dertvation of ENMAN (IID> (awVIAtr, 814.24) from EXEAN (11), and
in some sense from ENHAN (I), see above. There seems 1ittle doubt that it
was this form of the Enham laws that exercized most iaf luence on materials

drafted by Wulfstan subsequently, which 1s sy this ‘code’ rather than

the others is generally identified above as the operative ‘source’.

£tbelred, Enhom code CIV) QauXAtrProl, LawIAtr); see also ENMAN (D),

(11, (111}, WOLFSTAN.

M55 Rome, Vatican City MS Reg. Lat. 946: HG 817; WRX 392,

Lists — A-S Yers none.

ts/Cit
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For the suggestion that this fragmentary text was not fn fact the distinct
code envisaged by Liebermann, but the nearest to an ‘official® version of
the Enham decrees (ENHAM (I) - (I1D), see Wormald (1978), pp- 52-3; but

see alsovﬁxlteloci, Brett and Brooke (18813, p. 340, n. 2.

£thelred, Bath code (1) (ANON.Law. ¥II.Atr.); see also WOLFSTAN.
ES3 ‘Quadripartitus’.
Lists none.

A5 Vers see ETNELFED BATE CODE <II)

As m exception to the general pattern of relationships detween *laws® and
‘homilies’ pr wnder ENHAM (I) above, there seems Ifttle doubt that

the Wulfstan homilies Homll 29.1-2 (B3.4.29.2-3) were based on the laws now

survlﬂnk only in Quadripartitus Latin: Jost €1950), pp. 211-16.

£thelred, Bath code C(II) (LawVilaAtr); see also WULFSTAN.

¥SS Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 65; NRK 49:16.
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ota/

Though printed by Liebermann as a vernacular version of the code otherwise
surviving only as BATN (I), this text night well be seen In the same terams

as Honl 29.1-2 (B3.4.29.2-3), and was indeed treated as such by Kepler:

Homll 31 B3.4.31); see Jost (as above}, and Wormald (1978), pp. 58-9.

lbelred. code of 1014 QawVIIIAtr); see also WLFSTAN.

M55 1. London, BL Cotton MS Rero A {: HG 341; NRT 164:9.

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 20I: G 65; NRK 49:43.

Lists — A-S Yers none.

Quots/Cits Laorthn B14.32) section 19: Law¥1lIAtr (B14.26) sections
41f (see also LANS OF cuD).

£thelred. 'ninth’ code (LawiXAtr); see also WULFSTAN.
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¥S5 (London, BL Cotton MS Otho A x (destroyed)): HG 349; NRK 170
Lists — A-G Yers none.

Quots/Cits

Refs

Gagt, Oxford coda 1; see also WILFSTAR.

¥S5 Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 65; NRK 49:51.
Lists =~ A-S Vers none

Befs

1020 Jetter proclosation of Cest (LawCn 1020); see also WOLFSTAN.
XSS York Add. WS 1: HG 774; MRK 4-02:51.

Lists — A-5 Vers none.

Quots/Cits

Refs

SHE
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Since this letter was alwost certaily not written in England but sent
there from Denmark (Whltelock, Brett and Brooke, 1981, 1, p. 435), there

can be no question of 1ts composition by Wulfstan.

Refs

Laws of Crut (LawiCn, Law[ICn); see also WLFSTAN.

JSS 1. London, BL Cottan ¥5 Nero A 1: G 340; KRK 163:1-2.

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christl College 363: BG 102; NRK 65:9-10.
3. London, BL Harley M5 55: NRK 226.

4. *Quadripartitus’.

Lists — A-§ Yers none.

Quots/Cits 1.. LawNorthu (B14.32) section 19: LawiCn (B14.30.1) sections

3f (see also ETHELRED CODE OF 1014).
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2. Lawlorthu section 23: LawllCn (B14.30.2) 42.
3. Laworthu section 45: LawiCn section 5:3.
4. LawNorthu section 48: LawiCn sectfon 5:1.
5. Lawllorthu section 55: LawiCn section 15.

5. LawNorthu sections 61 ~ 61:1: LawICn sections 7, 7:3 (see also

ETHELEED ENHANM CIID)).

7. Lasllorthu section 67:1: LawIiCn 81.

Cnut’s great code was Issued at Christmas in a yenr that must either have
been 1020 or 1021: the king wes in Scandinavia In the winters of 1019/20
and 1022/3 (Lawson 1992, pp. 89-95), and his 1020 LETTER PROCLAMATION,
which does refer to his OXFORD CODE of 1018, makes no explicit reference
to any subsequent decrees. It follows that Lywl-]iCn are mxch more 1ikely
to draw on other Wulfstan writings then to be their source; and the cods
does indeed give s strong impression of gathering together the idess for
the regulation of a Christian soctety that the archbishop had developed
aver the years in legislation both ‘official’ and ‘private’, in the
IRSTITUTES OF POLITY and In homiletic or quasi-homilet{c expositions. For
the purposes of this section, therefore, Lawl-1ICp is regarded as a s;ourca

only of NORTHUMBRIAN PRIESTS' LAW, almost certainly the work of one of
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Wulfstan's successors at York, but not as ‘source’ of any of the other
works nowsdays ascribed to the archbishop (entering a proviso as regards
the ‘revised’ INSTITUTES OF POLITY already registered under ENHAM (I)
above). The ecboes of Cnut's laws detected by Liebermann {n GEBYNCPO,
HADBOT and GRIP could just as well be reversed, and probably should be: in
drafting Cout’s laws, Wulfstan was giving official voice to a series of

values and concepts previously articulated on his own exclusive {nitlative,

Dunsate (Lawduns).

¥S 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 383: §G 102; NRK 65:23.

2. *Quadripartites’.

tg —— none,
Quots/Cits
Refs
Forthumbrjan priests’ law (LawNorthy).

MSS Cambridge, Corpus Christ{ College 201: HG 65; NRK 49:21.
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Quats/Cits see CANONS OF EDGAR.

Rels

Despite the authority of Professor ¥hitelock (hitelock, Brett and Brooke,
1981, I, pp. 450-1), 1t 1a difficult to accept that this code i3 one of
WULESTAN'S. It certalnly bears traces of his inflvence, notably through
the CANOWS OF EDGAR, but these echoes are in the end too fncidental and
frragular for the code as a whole to be bis work. In particular, there is
fittle evidence of Hulfstan's stylistic traits in chapters not dependent on
his other works. The overall formulation of the code is significantly
different from that of the PEACE OF EDWARD AND GUTRREN and the CANORS OF
EDGAR, codes with otheruise similar subject matter that assoredly can be
ascribed to him. There is a striking contrast between the code’s qualiffed
scoeptance of clericel merrisge (Lawlorihu, B14.32, section 35) and the
ostility to It that Walfstan never othervise failed to display. Rothing
excludes the case that this text wes drasn up by one of Walfstan’s
smccessors, mainly on the basis of materials composed and assesbled by him;
snd it is that conclusion shich dictates the relationship betueen it and

other texts Indicated throughout this section.

Grdeal (awOrdald.

¥5S 1. Textys Roffensis: KRK 273:7.

Lawsources -4~

Blaserass (Lawiilag).

2. Textys Roffensis: WRK 373:6.

3. *Quadripartitvs’.

Quots/Cits

Refs

Forfang (LawforfB, LawforfH).

MSS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christ! College 3&3:

HG 102;

¥5S 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 393: BG 102; KRK 65:2.

NRK 65:3.

SAC



Lawsources &5 SMC Lavsources ~l5-
2. Textus Roffenajs: NRK 373:6. 2. ‘Quadripartitus’.
3. 'm«gg‘_t_j_gg’. Lists — A-S Yers none.
Lists — A-S Vers none. Quots/Cits
Quots/Cits Refs
Befs
Sergeld (guer).
Pax Lowlsx). K3 1. Combridge, Corpus Christf College 383: Bg 102; MRK 65:19.
S 1. m_ngm NRE 373:11. 2 :r;mg_gg{gm XRK 373:14.
2. *Quadriportituy’. 3. *Quadr{pertitus’.
vt k { none. ts — A-S ¥ none
Ouots/Cits Quots/Cits
Refs Refs
Halresf (LawWnl). ‘ Swerion (LawSwer).
K58 1. Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:8. MSg 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christy College 283: HG 102; NRX 65: 16.




Lawsources -41- SiLe Lavsources 8-

2. Textus Roffensis: NRK-373:12. 2. Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:30.
3. 'Quadripertitus’. 3. *Quadripertitug’.
Lists — A-§ Vers none. . Lists — A~ none.
Quots/Cits Quots/Cits
Eafs Refs
Bit becwmd CovBecwmd). Rectituiines singularum personorum (awRect); see also WOLFSTAX.
KSS 1. Cambridge, C“P“; Christi College 383: NG 102; WRK 65:21. JGS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 383: BG 102; WRK €5:24.
2. Textus Roffensis: WRK 373:32. 2. ‘Qudripectits’.
Lists — &G Verg nove. ) g — none.
guots/Cits Quots/Cits
Bxfa Refs
Hifmennes beweddung (Lawilfy. ‘ Gerefs (LawGer).
1SS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 383: HG 102; NRK 65:18. ¥5S Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 383: HG 102; NRK 65:25.




Lavsources -4y e

Lists — A-S Vers none.

Seaymcho (LawGepyncho?); see also WELFSTAN.

X5 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: BG 66; NRE £9:4Ga).

2. Textys Roffepsis: WRK 373:28.

3. *Quadripertitus'.
P ¥ none.
Quots/Cits
Refs

Bordleoda laga QowNorbleod); see also SRLFSTAN.

¥SS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 65; NRX 43:46b).

2. Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:29.

Lawsources -5

Nirces laga (Lavifirce); see also WALFSTAN.
MSS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: BG 65; MRX 49:46¢).

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christ! College 190: HG 59; WRE 45: 14.

3. Textus Roffensis: MRX 373:12.

4. *Quadripartitug’.
— Vi none,
Quots/Cits
Refs

M (LawAd); see also WLFSTAN.

SALC



Lavsources 51-

HSS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 65; NRK 49:46d),e).

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 190: §G 59; NRK 45:15,16.

3. Textus Roffensis: NRK 373:12.

4. ‘Quadripartitus’.

Quotg/Clts

fadbot (Lawliad); see also NOLFSTAR.

5SS 1. Cembridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG €5; NRK 49:4Ge).

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 190: BG 53; NRX 45:16.

3. Textus Roffensis: NEK 373:4.

4. ‘Quadripartitus’.

Lists -~ A-C Vers none.

AL

wsources -52-

Crid (awGrid); see also WILFSTAR.

¥SS London, BL Cotton NS Nero A i: 0 340; NEX 164:8.

Lists — A-G Vers none.

Quots/Cits Be sacerdan.

Forbhysbra cyricgrid (awlorgrid); see also WAFSTAR

XSS London, BL Cotfon MS Nero A {: BG 341; KRK 164:10.

Lists — A-5 Vers mnome.

SALC



Lavsources -53- SALL

Romscot (LawRomscot).
MSS London, BL Cotton MS fero A {: HG 340; NRX 163:5.
Lists — A-S Vers none.

Suots/City

Judex Gavivdex); see also ALCUIN, ISIDORE.
B35 1. London, BL Cotton M5 Nero A i: BG 340; XNRK 163:6.
2. ‘Quadripartitus’..

3. Lost MS tramscribed by Laurence Nowell: see Torkar (1981), pp. 84~

1003.

Befs

Lavsources 54 SALE

Torkar has shown (see ETHELSTAN GRATELY, EXETER) that Nowell's copy of this
code, London, BL Add. MS 43703, came not from London, BL Cotton MS Otho

8 x1 but from s MS that has been lost since the sixteenth century.
Eplscopus (LawEpisc); see also WOLFSTAN

¥55 1. Oxford, Bodl. MS Iunius 121: HG 644; NRK 338:1(VII).

2. *Quadripartitus’.

Yuby sbricas Gauf )
M55 see below
Lists — A5 Vers none.

Quots/Cits




Lavsources 45~ e Lawsources ~56~ AL

. Quots/Cits
This is the only secular legal text discovered since Liebermenn's edition;
1t wes copied by Laurence Nowell from the now-burnt London, BL Cotton MS Refs
Otho B x1, and was published by Robin Flower only shen Nowel 1's transcript
became London, BL Add. MS 43703 (Flower, 1937). The ‘law’ is couched as an
answer to a question, and finds an echo (one way or snother) in LawfGu Gapitulory, 786 [ANON.Cap.786.1.

(B14.6.2) section &.

Counc)l of Glovesho, 747 [ANOR.Conc.Clov.7471. Lists — A-S Vers oone.
%I London, BL Cottom Otho A i: HG 346; CLA 2.188.
Quots/Cits: 1. ODA.Const. 70.9-12: Cap.786 23.23-25.
Lists — A-G Vers none.
A 2. ODA.Const. 70.13: Cap.786 23.38.

Caots/Cits

1. ODA.Comst? 70.14-17: Cap.7B6 23.46-8.

Bels
4. ODA.Const. 71.4-6: Cap.786 22.18-19.

These acta are now known only from Sgelmn;s edition (1639 I, pp. 245-55,

because the Otho M5 ves almost largely destroyed in the Cottom fire. 5. ODA.Comst. 71.6-12: Cap.786 21.29-32,35-6.

6. ODA.Const. 71.12-16: Cap.786 23.18-24.

Dialogue of Ecgberht {ECGBERT.Dial.].
7. ODA.Const. 71.23-72.1: Cap.786 22.14-15.

¥SS London, BL Cotton M5 Vitellius A xif: BG 398.
8. ODA.Const. 72,6-8: Cap.786 22.29-32.

fJsts == A-S Verg none.




Lavsources 57~ ) SAL

8. ODA.Const. 72.14-15: Cap.786 22.30~1,

9. ODA.Const. 72.17-19; Cap. 786 25.11~13.

10. ODA.Const. 73.10-15: Cap. 786 25.5-10,

11. QDA.Cons!i. 74.5-13: Cap.786 25.37-26.1.

Refs see bdelow.

The evidence that the ‘capltulare’ issved after Northusbrian and southern
councils in 786 by the papal legates, Bishop George of Ostia and Bishop
Theophylact of Todi, remsined nown in Anglo-Sexon England comes not from
the surviving MS (Wolfenbittel, Berzogsbiblfotbek S Helwstadensis 454,

s x1 in., probably from Aildeshein), but from its quotation by
CONSTITUTIONS OF (DA (as above), and from possible echoes in LawiAs (B14.8)
section 3 (though ses COLLECTTO CANCNUN EIBERFENSIS below), and PECULARIS
COWCORDIA (see Symons, 1953, P- 6). For the possibility that this wes the
*law-tode of Offa’ (f.e. a ’senodboc .... on ecs duge ... Offan Mercna
cyninges’) to which Alfred acknouledged a debt (LawAfEl (B14.4.3) section
$2:8-9), and shich way have {nfluenced (for exomple) his oun laws on nms
davAf | sections 8 - 8:3), see Wormald (1991). These, by the same token,
would then aiso be the ‘mores bonos et modestos et castos’ that King Offa
‘instituted’, according to Alcuin (who sccospanied the legates),
ALCUIN.Epist. 122 (ed. Dimmler, 1895, 180.8-9); cf. ALCUIN.Epist. 16
(43.27), 18 (52.30-2) and 123 €181.4~12). But see also Cubitt’'s discussion

{forthcoming).

Lavsources ~58- SALC

Gouncil of Clovesho, 803 [ANON.Conc.Clov.8031.

MSS 1. Canterbury, D. & C. Red Book 4 (C 195).
2. London, Lambeth M5 1212.

Lists — #-S Vers none.

Ruots/Cits

Refs

Comncil of Chelsen, 816 tm.@.w.).

3 Lmdan BL Cotton MS Vespesian & xiv.

Lists — A5 Yers nome.

Quots/Cits

Refs

Constitutions of Archbishop Oda [0DA.Const.].

M55 London, BL Cotton S Vespasian A xiv.




Lavsources 53~ SM.C

Lists ~ A-S Vers none.
Quats/Cits

Refs

ed. Schoebe (1962), as well as Whitelock, Brett & Brooke (1981) IIf, pp.
67-74. '
Capons of Edgar (Kan 1-1:2); see also WILFSTAR.
MG 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christd College 201: HG 65; MNRK 49:45.
2. Oxford, MK. S Jumius 121: BG 644; KRK 338:5.
3. w1m. 1 8 Mé. a5 3206: HG 30; NRK 1f.

4. Brussels, Bibl. Roy. S 8558-63 (2498): BG 808; NRK 10:3 (see

balow).
5. Cambridge UL MS [1.1.33: NRK 18:42.

{.jg&! -~ A~S Vers none.

Quots/Cits 1. LawVAtr (B14.23), sectiom 11:1 = ANON.Law.VL.Atr., sections

16 - 18 = LawVIAtr (B14.24), sections 16 - 18 = Homl 50 (83.4.50) 310:27 -

Lavsources L —

311:2 = LawVlilAte (B14.26), saections 9 ~ 10 = Hom§ 22 (B3.4.22) 116:1-4 =
CNUT OXFORD CODE, sections 13:1-4 = LawiCp (B14.30.1), sections 8:1, %

Wan 1.1.1-2 (B13.1.1.1-2) section 54.

2. LawVAtr, section 13:1 = ARON.Law. VI.Atr., section 22:1 = LawVIAtr,
section 22:1 = Law¥lllAtr, section 17 = CKUT OXFORD CODE, section l4:1 =

LawiCn, sections 15 - 15:1: Wan 1.1.1-2, section 19.

3. LawVAtr, section 18 = ANOH.Law. VI.Atr., section 25 = LawVIAtr, section

25 = Honl 22 117:14-15 = CNUT OXFORD CODE, section 15 = LawiCn, section 17:

¥an 1.1.1-2, section 24.

4. LawVatr, section 19 = ANON.Law. V1.Atr., section 25:1 = Lgﬂ_uj_[, section
25:1 = fom 22 118:1-3 = CNUT OXFORD CODE, section 15:1 = LawiCn, section

17:2: WCan 1.1.1-7, section 23.

5. LawWiAtr, section 44 = fom0 48 (B3.4.48) 308:32-3 = CNUT OXFORD CODE,

section 31 = LawlCn, section 15:1.

6. ¥Pol 2.1.1-2 (B13.2.1.1-2), sections [ 92, 11 197: ®an 1.1.1-2,

section 25.

7. Lawforihy (B14.32) sections 15-18: WCan 1.1.1-2, sections 41, 39, 38,

37.

8. LawHorthu, sections 25-6: WCan 1.1.1-%, sections 26-7.



Lavsources -1~ SaLC

9. LawNorthy, section 28: Wean 1.1.1-2, section 8.
10, LawNorthy, section 36: Wan 1.1.1-2, section 5.
I1, LawNorthu, section 4i: WCan 1.1.1-2, sections 57-8.

Refs none.

Similarity of wording, along with a high probability of its priority, make’
tt lkely that the Woan 1,1.1-2 were a source of ETHELRED ENBAM CODE and
all that thereby follows: see ETHELRED ENHAN (I). See also EDGAR ANDOVER
CODE for the possibility that Wulfstan's MSS of that text were interpolated
along the same lines, so that the Canons standing in Edgar’s name are at
least as likely a3 his actusl legislation to be the source of the Enham
decrees. In addition to the {nfluence of this text on the NORTHUMBRIAN
PRIESTS' LAW indicated above, the short text in the Brussels MS (no. 4),
which s in part derived from Won 1.1.1-2, sections 2, 12-13 and Wan
Loli2, section 68b, is a further direct influence omn Laworthy, sections 8,
25; see NRX as above, and Whitelock, Brett & Brooke (1981) I, pp. 313 (n.

4), 451,

Bishop’s Synod, early C11th (ConR).
MBS 1. Paris, Bibl. Nat. MS Lat. 943: HG 879; NRK 364: Y

2. London, BL Cotton MS Titus D xxvii: HG 380; NRK 202:d.

Lavsources -62-
Lists — A-G Vers none.

Quots/Cits

Refs

‘Excerptiones Ecgherti’ fANON.Exc.Ecgbert].

¥SS 1. London, BL Cotton MS Nero A i:

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christl College 265:

3. Rouen, Bibl. Mun. 1382 (U 109):

4. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 190:

5. Oxford, Bodl. MS Junius 121:

6. Oxford, Bodl, MS Barlow 37.

Lists — A-S Vers none.

HG 644;

HG 341;

HG 73;

HG 925.

G 59;

NRK 338.

NRX 164:30.

NRK 53.

NRK 45.

SALC
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The ng_ﬁs;xb&ﬂlms the major canon collection of the later 01d

Engllish church. But it must be understood at once that 1t is flutd, indeed
Protean, in the shape {1t agsumes in its various mesnuscripts. This is one
reason why it has not, on the vhole, had the attention it deserves; see,
howeyer, Bateson (1895), fehr (1914), pp. 000-000, Sauer (1978, pp. 5366,
and especially Aronstam (1974). The main reasen for thinking that it ig an
English collection {s thet all MSS containing the bulk of the collection
are English and none are continental. TIn addition, most of the contents

can be shown to have been {ndependently available in pre-cmquesi England.

014 Eaglish Theodulf (ThCap 1-2); see also THEODULF OF ORLEAXS.
4SS 1. Cambridgs, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 66; NRK 50:3.

2. Oxford, Bodl. M5 Bodley 865: BG 608 NRK 318.
Quots/Cits

Refs

The MSS each provide a different text and translation of Theodulf's

capituls, differently organized.

Lavsources 64~ SALC

LANG: EXTRANEQUS

These sources, unlike the English, are ordered alphabetically by thelir

assigned title, chronology being often impossible to establish, and

editions anything bul standard.

Admonitio Generalis, 789 [ARON. Cap. Admon. 7893,

¥SS Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 265: HG 73; NRK 53.

Lists — A-S Vers none.

Quots/Cits

Refg :

This is not the whole of Charlemagne’s epoch-making capitulary but chapters

61-82, those conveying its central message which follow the excerpis from

the Dionysio-Hadriana.

Adwonftio ad Osnes (823x5)




Lavsources 65~ SALG

insegisus, Capitulerium Collectio fANSEGISUS. Cap. ]

¥35 Oxford, Bodl. MS Hattom 42: BG 629.

kists - A5 Vers none.
SGuots/Cits
Refs

This consists only of Book I of Ansegisus capitnlary collection of 827, but

in a form which incorporated a mmber of chapters from Book II.

Km;mm [ANON. Breu. Alaric. 1.

35 -~ Refs none

Canones Adommeni [ANON.Can. Adomn.3; CPL 1792.

MSS 1. Oxford, Bodl. MS Hatton 42: HG 629,

Lavsourtes -6~ SALL

2. London, BL Cotton MS Otho E xiif: WG 361,
Lists — A-S Vers none.
Quots/Cits

Refs

Canones R{bernenses [ANON.Can.Hib.J.

K55 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 279: HG 81.
2. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 265: HG 73; HRK 53.

Lists — A-S Vers none.

Quots/Cits

Canones Wallici [ANCN.Can.Wall.].

WSS 1. Oxford, Bodl. MS Hatton 42: HG 629.

2. London, BL Cotton MS Otho E xiii: Hj 361,
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3. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 265: HG 73; KRK 53.

figts — A-S Vers none.

Capitula Angrilemni (ANON.Cap.Angril.]
MSS — Refs none

The Capitula Angrilamni are the only part of the ‘Forged Decretals’ corpus
that mey have been known to the Anglo-Saxons — and then only in small
part end indirectly. The evidence consists of the persistence from
Alfred*s code, LawAf 1 (Bl;-t.t) section 34, onwerds of the (notional?)
penalty of Ioss; of one's tongue for siander; see also LawlllEg (B14.17)
section 4, LawliCn (B14.2777?) section 7777?. But see also BREVIARIUK

ALARICI.  Hincmer??

Lavsources

Capitulary of Boulogne (B11)

SALC
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Cupitulary of Halto of Bsse]
WSS
— A5 ¥
Quots/Clts
Eafs

€allectio Cononum Hibernensis [ ARCN.Col.Can.Hib.1; CPL 1794,

MG 1. Oxford, Bodl. MS Hatton 42: HG 629.
2. Cambridge, Corpus Chﬂsti.Conqe 273: BG 81.
3. London, BL Cotton MS Otho E xiil: HG 361.
4. Cambridge, Corpus Christ{ College 265: BG 73; WNRK 53.

boves Vers none.

Quots/Cits ODA.Const.

Lavsources

w53

Lx;g; — A5 Yers none.

KSS Oxford, Bodl. %S Hatton 42:

Lists — A-S Vers rone.

Quots/Cits

of which were available to the Anglo-Saxons:

Sollectio D° Acheriana CANON.Coll.D*Ach.l.

HG 629.

recensfon Afn MS 3, with

extracts In BS 2, and recension B in MS 1, with extracts {n MS 3.

Collectio Dionysfo-liadriang {ANON.Coll.can.Dion-fad.]

SALC

This, the major Irish canon law collection, 1s in two main recensions, both
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Collectio Quesnelljana [ARON.Coll.Quesn.); CPL 177Q.
5SS Arras, Bibliothéque Munlcipale 644 (752)
: Council of Tribur (399)
f.ists Sewold: M. 8:21
wss
A= Vers ~— Refs nonme.
Lists — A5 Vers
Goumgil of Aschen (B316)
Quotg/Cits
mss Refs
— f=5 ¥
Decretio of Childebert 11 G596); CPL 1821
Quots/Cits .
s
Refs
Conciliom Rispecense
Quots/Cits
.1
Refs
— A5 V none.
Epltome of Gaius [ANON.Epit.Gail.
ts/C1t




Lavsources B~ Sac ) Lawsources ol SRC

HSS Oxford, Bodl. MS Hatton 42: HG 629. ’ Lists — A-S Vers
Lists — A-S Vers none. ots/
Cuots/Clts Refs
Befs
Quadr fpert1ts
Lex Selicn [ANM.Lex.Salic.]: See TRIAL VERSION, s
Lists = &5 Vers
Pactus pro tenore pocts; CPL 1820.
Quots/Cits
11
Refs
Lists — A5 Vers
Quots/Cits This ninth-century Carolingian collection of largely penitential provisions
must be distinguished from the twelfth-century assemblage of 0ld English
fefs laws in Latin translation known by the same title at least since Liebermann

gave It its first serfous attention (1892); see the introductory resarks

to this section above.




Lavsources T3

dmnod of St Patrick I [ANOW.Syn. [Patrickl.

K33 Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 279: BG 81.

Lists — A-S Vers nome.

Quota/Cits

M_Lﬂw (THEODULF. [Cap.1; see also OLD EMCLISH

THEODULF,

H5S 1. Oxford, Bodl. MS Bodley 865: BG 608; KRK 318.

2. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 265: HG 73; NRK 53

SALC

L

avsources 76~

3. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 201: HG 66;

4. Oxford, Bodl. MS Barlow 37.

A~S Yers ThCap 1-2 (B10.6.1-2): ses above.

Refs

Theodwlf of Orlesns. Capitula I1 [TEEOBULF.IiCap.1.

NSS 1. Cambridge, Corpus Christi College 265: HG 73;

2. Oxford, Bodl. WS Barlow 37.

Lists — A-G Vers none.

Refs

NRK 50:1.

MK 53

SALC
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This is a shortened form of Theodulf*s second set of capitula: since it is

very much rarer than the first (existing only fn ? MSS, Brommer (192?),

p.

00}, its availabillity to the Anglo-Saxons is noteworthy.









